Proceedings of the Royal Society of Medicine 50 Mr. HEPBURN, in reply, said that he had carefully read Mr. Mayou's paper; Mr. Mayou and he (the speaker) were thinking of two different things. The cases which Coats had described pathologically were cases of Coats' disease. While admitting that Mr. Mayou's *case showed some points of similarity to one or two of those mentioned by Coats in his reference to the literature, it did not correspond to any of the cases which Coats himself examined.
The point raised by Mr. Humphrey Neame was a doubtful one. Mr. Neame was a pathologist, whereas he, Mr. Hepburn, was not. He was not quite sure that pigment could be disturbed in purely retinal conditions but if so, he thought such disturbance must be rare. Histological examination of tissue.-Infiltration with large lymphocytes and plasma cells; a few giant cells, similar to those found in chalazion. No tubercle bacilli shown by Ziehl-Nielsen's stains. The condition is apparently periostitis of the orbit, caused by a blow from a tennis ball.
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